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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1, 3-9, 1 1-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
patent #6,473,102 (Rodden et al), in view of US patent #6,581,020 (Buote et al). 

- As for claims 1, 6, 7: Rodden et al (herein Rodden) teach a computer implemented 
method and corresponding system for displaying a graphical window on a display screen 
having a screen resolution, comprising the steps/means for: 

determining, for the window, whether a display size and display screen position are 
specified for the window (1:58-59, 2:14-17, 4:32-42), and 

if the size and position are specified, rendering the window at the specified size and 
position so that the window is not automatically maximized (1:59-2:11. See also 
description of figure 4), 

if the size and position are not specified, determining the screen resolution for the display 
screen, 

automatically and inversely changing the size of a display window responsive to 
changing the screen resolution of current display device or switching between display 
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devices of different resolution, i.e., changing the display device not the resolution (1 :22- 
28; 3:62-66). 

While Rodden discloses the comparing of screen resolution against current screen 
resolution (i.e., changing screen resolution, 3:52-4:31), Rodden fails to clearly teach the 
comparing the screen resolution against a pre-determined threshold value and 
automatically maximizing the size of the window on the display screen if the screen 
resolution is below the pre-determined threshold value. However, in the same field of 
window layout, Buote et al teach the comparing screen resolution against a pre- 
determined threshold value and automatically maximizing the size of the window on the 
display screen if the screen resolution is below the pre-determined threshold value 
(Buote's 1 1:15-21). It would have been obvious to one of skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to combine Buote's teaching to Rodden for automatically 
maximizing the window at a predetermined resolution threshold. Motivation of the 
combining is to predefine the window size to avoid the lost of information (i.e., the 
window become larger than the display screen). The steps/means for determining the 
screen resolution for the display screen is inherently included in Buote's teaching of 
resolution threshold. 

- As for claim 3. Per Rodden, the user may control the size and position of selected 
windows so that the windows will not be automatically maximized due to the change in 
resolution (1:28-31; 4:32-42). 

- As for claim 5: Per Buote, the predetermined threshold value is 800 pixels by 600 
pixels (11:15-21). 
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- As for claims 4, 1 1 : It is inherently included in Rodden's teaching of window that the 
window include a sizing button for reducing (thus restoring) the size of the window by a 
pre-determined amount. Even if it is not, Official notice is taken that implementation of 
the window sizing button is well known (see Buote's figure 4), and would have been 
obvious to one of skill in the art for controlling the size of the window. 

- As for claims 8, 12-13: Rodden et al (herein Rodden) teach a computer implemented 
method and corresponding system for displaying a graphical window on a display screen 
having a screen resolution, comprising the steps/means for: 

determining, for the window, whether a display size and display screen position are 
specified for the window (1:58-59, 2:14-17, 4:32-42), and 

if the size and position are specified, rendering the window at the specified size and 
position so that the window is not automatically maximized (1:59-2:11. See also 
description of figure 4), 

if the size and position are not specified, determining the screen resolution for the display 
screen, 

automatically and inversely changing the size of a display window responsive to 
changing the screen resolution of current display device or switching between display 
devices of different resolution, i.e., changing the display device not the resolution (1:22- 
28; 3:62-66). 

While Rodden discloses the comparing of screen resolution against current screen 
resolution (i.e., changing screen resolution, 3:52-4:31), Rodden fails to clearly teach the 
comparing the screen resolution against a pre-determined threshold value and 
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automatically maximizing the size of the window on the display screen if the screen 
resolution is below the pre-determined threshold value. However, in the same field of 
window layout, Buote et al teach the comparing screen resolution against a pre- 
determined threshold value and automatically maximizing the size of the window on the 
display screen if the screen resolution is below the pre-determined threshold value 
(Buote's 11:15-21). It would have been obvious to one of skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to combine Buote's teaching to Rodden for automatically 
maximizing the window at a predetermined resolution threshold. Motivation of the 
combining is to predefine the window size to avoid the lost of information (i.e., the 
window become larger than the display screen). The steps/means for determining the 
screen resolution for the display screen is inherently included in Buote's teaching of 
resolution threshold. Per Rodden, the user may control the size and position of selected 
windows so that the windows will not be automatically maximized due to the change in 
resolution (1:28-31; 4:32-42). 

- As for claim 9: It is inherently included in Rodden that the creating step is performed 
through an application programming interface call, and wherein said determining step 
is performed by monitoring the application programming interface call (3:25-39). 

- As for claim 14: Rodden et al (herein Rodden) teach a computer implemented method 
and corresponding system for displaying a graphical window on a display screen having a 
screen resolution, comprising the steps/means for: 

creating a viewing window for the display of information on the display screen. It is 
inherently included in Rodden' s teaching of window that the window includes a sizing 
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button for reducing (thus restoring) the size of the window by a pre-determined amount. 
Even if it is not, the "restore" button is discloses by Buote in figure 4 (Buote' s window 
sizing button in figure 4 appears similar to the applicant's restore button 214). It would 
have been obvious to one of skill in the art at the time of the invention was made, to 
combine Buote 's window sizing button to Rodden. Motivation of the combing is for 
controlling the size of the window. 

determining, for the window, whether a display size and display screen position are 
specified for the window (1:58-59, 2:14-17, 4:32-42), and 

if the size and position are specified, rendering the window at the specified size and 
position (1:59-2:11. See also description of figure 4), 

if the size and position are not specified, determining the screen resolution for the display 
screen, 

automatically and inversely changing the size of a display window responsive to 
changing the screen resolution of current display device or switching between display 
devices of different resolution, i.e., changing the display device not the resolution (1:22- 
28; 3:62-66). Thus the window is enlarged if the resolution is reduced. Further, the 
enlarged window can be further maximized (or reduced to a pre-determined size. Note 
Buote 5 s three buttons for resizing the window: button 151 for minimizing, button 149 for 
closing, the middle button is for maximizing/reducing the window to the pre-determined 
size) by using the window sizing icon. 



Response to Arguments 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/00 1 ,442 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2179 

3. Applicant's arguments filed 10/5/06 have been fully considered but they are not 

persuasive. 

REMARKS: 

The applicant argues that Rodden and Buote teach away from each other because 
Rodden teaches looking for a specified designation that keeps a window on screen and 
calculating both a preferred size and position for the window, while Buote teaches maximizing 
all windows when a "display mode" (i.e., resolution) is 600x800. The applicant appears not 
giving credit to Rodden' s teaching of changing window size responsive to changing of screen 
resolution. Similarly the applicant is not giving Buote credit for maximizing window size 
responsive to changing screen resolution beyond a threshold (Buote' s 11:15-21). Since Rodden 
and Buote both direct to changing the size of window in response to changing screen resolution, 
they are both in the same field of invention, solving the same problem of displaying window 
with responsive to screen resolution changes. Rodden teaches changing of window size 
responsive to changing of screen resolution. Buote also teaches changing window size 
responsive to changing of screen resolution, and further teaches setting a resolution threshold 
before changing the window size. It would have been obvious to combine Buote resolution 
threshold to Rodden so that the window size will not be changed until the threshold is met. 
Motivation of the combining is for the advantage of being user friendly, such as maintaining user 
focus by not changing the window size which could result in distraction or lost of information. 
The applicant argues that Buote teaches that the windows are "locked" and therefore teaches 
away from Rodden. The actual Buote's phrase is "If the screen resolution is set higher than 
600x800 then all windows will appear in window mode. Window mode windows may be moved 
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around on the desktop but may not be resized"). The test for obviousness is not whether the 
features of a secondary reference may be bodily incorporated into the structure of the primary 
reference; nor is it that the claimed invention must be expressly suggested in any one or all of the 
references. Rather, the test is what the combined teachings of the references would have 
suggested to those of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 
(CCPA 1981). In this case, the resolution threshold for changing the window size is being 
combined to Rodden. Rodden as modified, avoids constantly changing the window size every 
time the resolution changes. Instead, it allows the window to change its size when the resolution 
threshold is met. 

In response to the argument that Rodden does not teach the step determining the size and 
position of a window is specified, the limitation is disclosed in 1 :58-59, 4:32-47 wherein the user 
selectively specifies certain windows to be displayed at specified size and position at different 
resolution. Per Rodden, specified windows are displayed at the same size and position regardless 
of screen resolution, and non-specified windows are displayed at different size depending on the 
resolution (1:58-59, 3:57-66, 4:32-37). Thus the determination the screen resolution is inherently 
included in the displaying of non-specified windows, i.e., the system must recognize the new 
resolution and changing the size of the windows accordingly. 

In response to the applicant's request for the document supporting the well known 
implementation of the "restore" button, the "restore" button 214 as disclosed in the applicant's 
specification appears to be a window resizing button. Implementation of the window sizing 
button is well known and is disclosed by Buote in figure 4. 
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Conclusion 

This is a RCE of applicant's Application No. 10/001,442. All claims are drawn to the 
same invention as earlier presented and could have been finally rejected on the grounds and art 
of record in the next Office action if they had been entered in the earlier application. 
Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL even though it is a first action in this case. 
See MPEP § 706.07(b). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no, however, 
event will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of 
this final action. 

4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ba Huynh whose telephone number is (571) 272-4138. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Weilun Lo can be reached on (571) 272-4847. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Ba Huynh 
Primary Examiner 
AU2179 
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